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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-32 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 3, 11, 19, 21-22 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Canon (JP, 10-254708,A) in view of Harding (U.S. 5,794,052). 

As to claim 1 , Canon teaches a step of automatically referring to regional information 
identifying a particular region (regional information setting unit 102 ... PC 100; page 2, lines 1 8- 
20, page 3, lines 9-19 and page 4, lines 17-23), that regional information being set in the 
computer terminal in advance (The regional information . . . part of the file name; page 2, lines 
20-24), a selection step of automatically selecting one of multiple printer drivers store on the 
recording medium on the basis of the referred to regional information (page 3, lines 19-24 and 
page 5, lines 6-1 1 and page 11, lines 16-18), and a step of installing the selected printer driver on 
the computer terminal (page 5, lines 1 1-17). 

Canon does not teach the multiple printer drivers corresponding to multiple different 
regions respectively. However, Harding teaches the multiple software modules corresponding to 
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multiple different regions, respectively (the computer manufacture ... as an option; col. 6, lines 
16-18andcol. 9, line 67-col. 10, line2andcol. 11, lines 55-57 and col. 12, lines 58-61). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to apply the teaching of Harding to the system of Canon because it provides a solution 
that provides the users with a quick, less confusing and more convenient of setting up software 
on the computer (col. 4, lines 4-8). 

As to claim 3, Harding teaches the regional information set in the computer terminal in 
advance includes information concerning languages set in the computer terminal (col. 4, lines 4- 
8 and col. 6, lines 39-41). 

As to claim 1 1, it is the same as the method claim of claim 1 except it is a computer 
article claim and is rejected under the same ground of rejection. 

As to claim 19, it is the same as the method claim of claim 1 and is rejected under the 
same ground of rejection. 

As to claim 21, see rejection of claim 3 above. 

As to claim 22, Canon teaches the plurality of printer drivers are stored on a computer- 
readable medium (page 2, lines 3-6). 



Application/Control Number: 09/9 1 0 5 282 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2194 

As to claim 3 1 , it is the same as the method claim of claim 1 and is rejected under the 
same ground of rejection. 

4. Claims 2, 12, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Canon (JP, 10-254708,A) in view of Harding (U.S. 5,794,052) further in view of Garney 
(U.S. 6,081,850). 

As to claim 2, Canon does not teach the selection step comprising steps of referring to a 
table that correlates the regional information with addresses where each printer driver is stored, 
and selecting one of the printer drivers by specifying an address corresponding to the regional 
information. However, Garney teaches device drivers are stored on a mass storage device of a 
computer system (col. 6, lines 1-10), the mass storage device has a look up table which maps 
each type of the card to a memory area of the mass storage device, and the device driver to 
control the card is stored in the memory area (col. 4, lines 44-55), and selecting one of the driver 
by specifying an address (point directly to the location on the mass storage device of the device 
driver; col. 9, lines 22-27). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Canon and Garney because it would 
improve the performance of Canon system by referring directly to the locations of the software 
that need to be installed. 

As to claims 12 and 20, see rejection of claim 2 above. 
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5. Claims 4, 5, 10, 13-14, 23-24, 29-30 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Harding (U.S. 5,794,052) in view of Canon (JP, 10-254708,A). 

As to claim 4, Harding teaches a step of referring regional information set in the 
computer terminal in advance (The ULM program ... language ... selection of language; col. 6, 
lines 39-41 and col. 13, lines 5-10, wherein the operation languages are depended on the regions; 
col. 2 5 lines 49-55, thus the language selected would be one information of regional information), 
a selection step of selecting a piece of set up information from multiple pieces of setup 
information stored on the recording medium on the basis of the referred regional information 
(batch file for selected language; col. 6, lines 41-51, col 10, lines 49-54), the multiple pieces of 
setup information corresponding to multiple different regions, respectively (Since DOS ... 
computer system; col. 2, lines 51-54), a step of installing a control program and the selected 
piece of setup information on the computer terminal (runs the language specific batch program, 
software setup program; col. 6, lines 51-54 and software installation program ... SCRIPT.EXE ... 
form the mass data storage device 200; col. 10, lines 60-67). 

Harding does not teach automatically referring to regional information identifying a 
particular region, and the selection step of automatically selecting a piece of set up information, 
and a method of installing a printer driver. Canon teaches automatically referring to regional 
information identifying a particular region, and the selection step of automatically selecting a 
piece of software, and a method of installing a printer driver (regional information setting unit 
102 ... PC 100; page 2, lines 18-20; page 3, lines 9-24; page 4, lines 17-23; page 5, lines 6-17; 
and page 11, lines 16-18. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Harding and Canon because it provides a method to install 
program automatically without user action (page 6, lines 1 0-15). 

As to claim 5, Harding as modified teaches the selection step is executed by using a setup 
selection module contained in the control program (col. 12, lines 21-25). 

As to claim 10, Harding teaches the regional information set in the computer terminal in 
advance includes information concerning languages set in the computer terminal (col. 4, lines 4- 
8 and col. 6, lines 39-41). 

As to claim 13, it is the same as the method claim of claim 4 and is rejected under the 
same ground of rejection. 

As to claim 14, see rejection of claim 5 above. 

As to claim 23, it is the same as the method claim of claim 4 and is rejected under the 
same ground of rejection. 

As to claim 24, see rejection of claim 5 above. 



As to claim 29, see rejection of claim 10 above. 
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As to claim 30, Harding teaches the plurality pieces of setup information are stored in a 
computer-readable medium (col. 11, lines 55-57). 

As to claim 32, it is the same as the method claim of claim 4 and is rejected under the 
same ground of rejection. 

6, Claims 6-8, 15-17, and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Harding (U.S. 5,794,052) in view of Canon (JP, 10-254708,A) further in 
view of Hanson (6,148,346). 

As to claim 6, Harding does not teach the setup information includes language 
information used for displaying the status of printing conditions a screen. Hanson teaches the 
displayed GUI regarding the printer setup information, menu items selections and status 
information of the printer are provided from the printer driver (col. 5, lines 13-43). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teaching of Harding and Hanson because the component driver could be the function to display 
the printing condition on the screen. 

As to claim 7, Harding does not teach the setup information includes information on 
printing paper sizes to be used on the printer. Hanson teaches the displayed paper size is 
provided from the printer driver (col. 5, lines 53-59). It would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Harding 
and Hanson because the component driver could be the function to display the paper size to be 
used. 

As to claim 8, Harding does not teach the setup information includes information on 
measurement unit systems to be used for setting up printing conditions and displays. However, 
Hanson teaches the displayed GUI regarding the printer setup information, menu items selections 
and status information of the printer are provided from the printer driver (col; 5, lines 13-43). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teaching of Harding and Hanson because the component driver could be the 
function to specify the measurement unit systems to be used. 

As to claims 15-17, see rejections of claims 6-8 above. 

As to claims 25-27, see rejections of claims 6-8 above. 

7. Claims 9, 18 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Harding (U.S. 5,794,052) in view of Canon (JP, 10-254708,A) further in view of Garney 
(U.S. 6,081,850). 

Harding does not teach the selection step including the steps of referring to a table that 
correlates the regional information with addresses where each piece of setup information is 
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stored, and selecting a piece of setup information from multiple pieces of information by 
specifying an address corresponding to the regional information. However, Garney teaches 
device drivers are stored on a mass storage device of a computer system (col. 6, lines 1-10), the 
mass storage device has a look up table which maps each type of the card to a memory area of 
the mass storage device, and the device driver to control the card is stored in the memory area 
(col. 4, lines 44-55), and selecting one of the driver by specifying an address (point directly to 
the location on the mass storage device of the device driver; col. 9, lines 22-27). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teaching of Harding and Garney because it would improve the performance of Harding system 
by referring directly to the locations of the software that need to be installed. 

As to claims 18 and 28, see rejection of claim 9 above. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/9/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In the remarks, Applicant argued in substance that (1) Canon does not teach the software 
depends on the regions, but the language, (2) Harding does not teach multiple device drivers 
stored on a recording medium, wherein the device drivers are correspond to multiple regions, and 
(3) Harding does not teach setup information that corresponds to a region. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees with the arguments: 
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- As to the point (1), Canon clearly the software, include driver software are depend on 
region (Each support center is provided with region dependent software that stores software such 
as operating systems, device drivers, and application programs for each region; page 2, lines 3- 
6), thus, the arguments are not persuasive. 

- As to the point (2), although Harding does not teach multiple device drivers are 
correspond to multiple regions, however, Harding teaches the software are installed depends on 
the language, wherein each language is depended on a country/region. One of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made would have motivated to apply the concept as taught 
by Harding to the system of Canon, and to the field of device driver. 

- As to point (3), note discussion regarding region in point (2) above. Harding further 
teaches the batch file is depended selected language. Thus, Harding teaches the claimed 
limitation. 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Diem K. Cao whose telephone number is (571) 272-3760. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 7:30AM - 3:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Thomson can be reached on (571) 272-371 8. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
. information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

DC 

January 17, 2007 




